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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed 10/09/2008 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

Applicant argues on page 10 that "Since neither Andreason nor Postma discuss 
the pending Claim 1 element of "wherein the first telecommunications device is 
controlled from the second telecommunications device and an outgoing call of the local 
communication network is sent either to the first public network by means of the first 
telecommunications device, or to the second public network", then the combination of 
Andreason and Postma cannot render obvious pending Claim 1 and dependent Claims 
2-12 under 35 U.S.C. §1 03(a) per MPEP §2143.03 because all elements are not taught 
or suggested by the combination. Thus, Applicant respectfully submits that pending 
Claims 1-12 patently define over the combination of Andreason and Postma". 

The Examiner respectfully disagrees. Andreason discloses wherein the first 
telecommunications device is controlled from the second telecommunications device 
(0041, 0056, where Andreason discloses a call is made from the stationary 
terminal via the mobile phone) and an outgoing call of the local communication 
network is sent [either] to the first public network by means of the first 
telecommunications device (0040, 0056, where Andreason discloses sending the 
call using the mobile network), [or to the second public network]. Thus the claimed 
limitations have been met. 



Application/Control Number: 10/552,501 Page 3 

Art Unit: 2617 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Andreason et al. (US 2003/0008612 herein Andreason) in view of Postma et al. (US 
2002/0172336 herein Postma). 

Claims 1 and 13, Andreason discloses a telecommunications method/system 
(0001), Andreason discloses using at least one first telecommunications device that is 
adapted for radio communication with a first public network according to a first 
radiocommunication protocol (0008, where Andreason discloses a mobile telephone 
and a mobile radio telephony network), Andreason discloses a method in which the 
first telecommunications device is made to communicate locally with at least a second 
telecommunications (0008, 0036, Fig. 1: S1, PSTN, where Andreason discloses a 
stationary telephony terminal, and a wireless communication link), the first and 
second telecommunications devices thus belonging to a local communication network 
(0008, 0036, where Andreason discloses a Bluetooth communication between 
devices), wherein the first telecommunications device is controlled from the second 
telecommunications device and an outgoing call of the local communication network is 
sent either to the first public network by means of the first telecommunications device, 
or to the second public network. 
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Andreason does not disclose a second telecommunications device that is itself 
adapted for communicating with a second public network. 

In an analogous art, Postma discloses a second telecommunications device that 
is itself adapted for communicating with a second public network (0105, Fig. 1: 200, 
320, where Postma discloses a base unit in communication with a separate 
network). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to modify Andreason to include communication with a 
separate network as taught by Postma so as to avoid airtime usage (0105). 

Claims 2 and 14, Andreason does not disclose in which a user is required to 
choose between the transmission of the outgoing call by the first public network and by 
the second public network. 

In an analogous art, Postma discloses in which a user is required to choose 
between the transmission of the outgoing call by the first public network and by the 
second public network (0111, where Postma discloses overriding routing of calls). 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify Andreason to include automation of call selection as 
taught by Postma so as to provide ease of use to the user. 

Claims 3 and 15, Andreason does not disclose in which an automatic choice is 
determined between the transmission of the outgoing call by the first public network and 
by the second public network. 

In an analogous art, Postma discloses in which an automatic choice is 
determined between the transmission of the outgoing call by the first public network and 
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by the second public network (0081, 0110, where Postma discloses calling based on 
the contact information and automating routing capabilities). Therefore, it would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
to modify Andreason to include routing selection as taught by Postma so as to provide a 
more flexible choice for call selection. 

Claims 4 and 16, Andreason does not disclose an outgoing call transmission is 
automatically chosen by the second network, except if the communication with the said 
second network is unavailable. 

In an analogous art, Postma disclose Andreason does not disclose an outgoing 
call transmission is automatically chosen by the second network, except if the 
communication with the said second network is unavailable (Fig. 16: 1302, 1306). 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify Andreason to include communication with a separate 
network as taught by Postma so as to avoid airtime usage (0105). 

Claims 5 and 17, Andreason does not explicitly disclose a user is required to 
validate the automatic choice. 

Postma discloses a user is required to validate the automatic choice (0111, 
where Postma discloses manual selection and overriding routing of calls). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify Andreason to include automation of call selection as 
taught by Postma so as to provide ease of use to the user. 
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Claims 6 and 18, Andreason discloses the local communication network is a local 
radio network comprising a fixed base linked to at least one local network terminal 
communicating with the base according to a second radiocommunication protocol 
(0008, Fig. 1: S1, M3, where Andreason discloses a local terminal able to 
communicate with the base with Bluetooth), Andreason discloses the second 
telecommunications device is the base (Fig. 1: S1). 

Andreason does not disclose a fixed base linked with the second public network. 

In an analogous art, Postma discloses a fixed base linked with the second public 
network (Fig 1: 200, 320). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill 
in the art at the time the invention was made to modify Andreason to include 
communication with a separate network as taught by Postma so as to avoid airtime 
usage (0105). 

Claims 7 and 19, Andreason discloses the first telecommunications device is 
made to communicate with the second telecommunications device according to the said 
second radiocommunication protocol (0036, where Andreason discloses Bluetooth). 

Claims 8 and 20, Andreason discloses in which the said radiocommunication 
protocol "BLUETOOTH" (0036, where Andreason discloses Bluetooth). 

Claims 9 and 21 , Andreason discloses the first public network is a cellular 
radiocommunication network (Fig.1 : MTN1, where Andreason discloses a mobile 
radio telephony network). 
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Andreason does not disclose the second public network is a switched telephone 
network. 

In an analogous art, Postma discloses the second public network is a switched 
telephone network (0105, Fig. 1: 320, where Postma discloses a telephone 
network). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to modify Andreason to include communication with a 
separate network as taught by Postma so as to avoid airtime usage (0105). 

Claim 10, Andreason does not explicitly disclose an identification stage during 
which it is determined whether the first telecommunications device is connected to the 
second telecommunications device, and a routing stage during which, when it has been 
determined that the first telecommunications device is connected to the second 
telecommunications device, an incoming call is routed to the first telecommunications 
device, when the said incoming call is normally intended to be routed to the local 
switched network by the second public network and when the said local communication 
network is unavailable to receive this incoming call. 

Postma discloses an identification stage during which it is determined whether 
the first telecommunications device is connected to the second telecommunications 
device (Fig. 14: 1302), Postma discloses a routing stage during which, when it has 
been determined that the first telecommunications device is connected to the second 
telecommunications device, an incoming call is routed to the first telecommunications 
device, when the said incoming call is normally intended to be routed to the local 
switched network by the second public network and when the said local communication 
network is unavailable to receive this incoming call (Fig. 14: 1304, 1308, 1310). 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify Andreason to include re-routing of incoming calls as 
taught by Postma so as to ensure completion of the call to the user. 

Claim 1 1 , Andreason does not disclose an identification stage during which it is 
determined whether the first telecommunications device is connected to the second 
telecommunications device (Fig. 14: 1302), Postma discloses a routing stage during 
which, when it has been determined that the first telecommunications device is 
connected to the second telecommunications device, an incoming call normally 
intended to set up a link with the first telecommunications device, is routed to the local 
communication network by means of the second public network (Fig. 14: 1306). 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify Andreason to include communication with a separate 
network as taught by Postma so as to avoid airtime usage (0105). 

Claim 12, Andreason does not explicitly disclose at least the first 
telecommunications device comprises a telephone phonebook, and this telephone 
phonebook is made accessible by means of the second telecommunications device. 

In an analogous art, at least the first telecommunications device comprises a 
telephone phonebook, and this telephone phonebook is made accessible by means of 
the second telecommunications device (0076, where Postma discloses transfer of 
updated contact information). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify Andreason to 
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include contact information transfer as taught by Postma so as to migrate any changes 
in information or new information (0078). 

Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to MEHMOOD B. KHAN whose telephone number is 
(571)272-9277. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday 8:30 am - 
5:00 pm. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, Lester Kincaid can be reached on 571-272-7922. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
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you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Mehmood B. Khan/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 2617 



/Lester Kincaid/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2617 



